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RESPONSE TO RESTRICTION REQUIREMENT 

Sir: 

In the Office Action dated September 16, 1996, the Examiner has imposed a 
Restriction Requirement to one of the following inventions under the provisions of 35 
U.S.C. §121: 



Group I. Claims 1-14, 22-27, 30-3 1 drawn to the protein Chitinase and 

antibodies against Chitinase, classified in class 530, subclass 350. 

Group II. Claim 1 5, drawn to a method of treatment using a Chitinase 

containing pharmaceutical, classified in class 424, subclass 130.1. 

Group III. Claims 16-18, drawn to a process of preparing Chitinase, classified in 
435, subclass 70.1. 
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Group IV. 



Claims 19-21, and 28-29, drawn to nucleic acid^icoding the protein 
Chitinase or portions thereof, classified in class 536, subclass 23.1. 



The Examiner contends that the inventions are distinct from each other. 

In response to the Restriction Requirement, Applicant respectfidly traverses the 
requirement, and provisionally elects the subject matter defined in Group I (i.e., Claims 1- 
14, 22-27, and 30-31) for the purpose of continued prosecution. 

Applicant respectfully traverses the Restriction Requirement with respect to the 
Group I and Group IV. Applicant respectfully points out that the nucleic acid claimed in 
Group IV uniquely encodes the Chitinase proteins of Group I, and no other proteins. The 
claims of Group I and Group IV should, therefore, be grouped together because if one 
searches for a recombinant Chitinase any art found should also disclose the nucleic acid 
encoding the recombinant protein. Applicant believes that searching both groups would not 
be an undue burden on the Examiner. Withdrawal of the Restriction Requirement as to 
Groups I and IV is respectfully solicited. 

In view, therefore, of the present election and traversal, it is firmly believed that this 
application is in condition for further consideration and examination, and passage to 
allowance as the examination allows. 
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